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how are the results to be gauged ? When these questions
have been answered, then surely we may make the answers
into laws-into laws, however, which are not unchangeable like
those of the Medes and Persians, and not vexatious and frivo-
lous, but laws which represent the carefully considered views
of those who are fittest to judge what should be learnt and
how it should be learnt; laws, in fact, which should be as
sign-posts for the students, telling them how best to reach
their goal. To regulations of that kind I hardly think it would
hr W1Hf* t.o nbt.

THE

CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ACT AT ALDERSHOT.

WE have authority for publishing the following analysis of
an official report relating to the operation of the Contagious
Diseases Act at Aldershot for the quarter ending March 31st,
1868:-

me average time required tor cure was ::Ii:SW ctays. The

ages of the patients ranged from fifteen to forty-three years.
Only two of the number were known to be married. Those

discharged uncured had been six months in hospital, and could
not be longer detained in accordance with Section 24 of the
Act; but two of them were restored to friends, and the third
was received at a home. The cause of one being sent to the
union was pregnancy. Of the four imprisoned, two were for
breaking out of hospital, one for theft, and one for insubordi-
nation and misconduct.
The number of times that the patients had been before in

hospital for venereal disease was as follows :--72 once, 56 twice,
17 thrice, 4 four times, and 1 five times; so that of the whole
number under treatment during the quarter, only 86 had not
been before in hospital.
The length of time that the patients had been ill previous to

admission was in 66 cases unknown or doubtful; in 22, one
day; in 27, two; in 39, three; in 32, four; in 5, five; in 3,
six; in 2s, seven; in 1, eight; in 2, eleven; in 1, twelve; in
8, fourteen; in 1, twenty-one; and in 1, thirty-three days.
The birthplaces of the several patients were recorded as

follows :-Unknown, 7; no residence, 1; London, 15; Ireland,
17; Scotland, 3; Malta, 1; Jersey, 2; Prussia, 1; Hampshire
and Surrey, 56; Sussex, 5; Devonshire, 12; Cornwall, 6 ;
Somersetshire, 6; Berkshire, 7; Derbyshire, 4; Yorkshire, 5;
Manchester, 7; Bath, 5; Bristol, 5; Liverpool, 4; Coventry, 4;
Wiltshire, 3 ; Chatham, 3 ; Northampton, 3. The rest be-
longed to forty-eight other and different towns and counties in
England.
Comparing this return with those of the two preceding

quarters, it becomes evident that at this station the character
of the disease has materially changed. When the hospital
was opened in June last year, cases of syphilis were very com-
monly met with and were very virulent; but now they are
comparatively rare, and the mildest forms of gonorrhcea and
utero-vaginal discharges make the great bulk of the cases
which now present themselves. It appears by this return
that during the last month of the quarter (March) 82 patients
were admitted, and only 11 of them were found to be affected
with primary syphilis, and only 3 others had any form of
syphilis whatever. Considering that the Act has been in
operation at Aldershot for but one year, and the hospital
opened for only nine months, such a result must be considered
to be eminently satisfactory.

POOR-LAW MEDICAL OFFICERS AND THE
JOURNAL OF THE BRITISH MEDICAL

ASSOCIATION.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SiR,-As a member of the British Medical Association, and
belonging, moreover, to that unfortunate section of the profes-
sion, the Poor-law medical officers, I cannot help giving expres-
sion to a feeling of dissatisfaction and regret that a certain
paragraph should have appeared in the Jourazal of the Associa-
tion of April 4th, which reflects seriously on the conduct of
two of our members. The opinion which 1 hold in the matter
is shared by many of our brethren in the provinces, who, like
myself, hoped we should find in the conductor of the Journal
an untlinching advocate of our interests, associated as they
must necessarily be with the welfare of the sick poor.
The paragraph to which I allude is the following :-
H These are not times, however, in which any medical officer

zeed submit to oppression or maltreatment. On the other
hand, he cannot expect to be justified, more than any other
public officer, in treating his employers with violence, in using
insulting or intemperate language in his official relations with
them, or in deliberately ignoring them for the sake of public
agitation. We have many times during the last year been
able to render efficient assistance to medical officers in obtain-
ing redress, and in urging improvements which were neces-
sary. On two occasions on which we have brought their
grievances under the notice of members of Parliament, they
had put themselves out of court by the intemperate language
which they had used, and by the irregular course which they
had pursued." "
Now it would be affectation for any one to pretend to doubt

that these words refer to the cases of Mr. Fleischmann at
Cheltenham, and Dr. Rogers of the Strand Union.
As both these gentlemen are men of high character, it is

clear that, before the writer ventured to pass this kind of cen-
sure upon them, he ought to have had very strong facts indeed
to justify such a course. The charge that either of them
treated his " employers " (Heaven help the poor journeyman!)
with violence, used insulting language, or deliberately ignored
them for the sake of public agitation, was never proved. What
are the facts in the cases referred to?

1st. With regard to Mr. Fleischmann, it appears that, after
vainly endeavouring to get his guardians to acknowledge and
remedy many gross defects in the state of the workhouse, and
having received all manner of provocation by rude eontradic-
tion and insulting inuendo, he wrote a letter, in language
which, though most natural under the circumstances, was
decidedly not parliamentary. The Poor-law Board, without
inquiring into the circumstances, without first ascertaining
whether a just indignation at the cruelties practised upon the
sick poor had not had a large share in provoking his intempe-
rate language, abruptly called upon Mr. Fleischmann to resign
his office. It afterwards appeared that every word Mr.
Fleischmann had said was true, and that the abuses he attacked
were so disgusting that no one calling himself a man could
have kept his temper with those who had the power, but re-
fused, to remedy them. If such provocation would not weigh
with the Poor-law Board in extenuation, surely our brother,
"our own familiar friend," should be the last to strike a
blow.

2nd. The case of Dr. Rogers is, if possible, even worse.
Here, again, the alleged reason for dismissal by the Poor.
law Board was infirmity of temper, and want of respect and
subordination to the guardians. Were these charges ever
proved? A certain kind of inquiry was instituted, but had
the accused the opportunity of confronting his accusers ? A
minority of the Board of Guardians, as well as Dr. Rogers,
deny the truth of the charges. Is it fair therefore, is it just,
does it exhibit a proper spirit in the writer of the paragraph,
to assume that Dr. Rogers was guilty of the offence for which
he was dismissed ?

; In submitting these remarks, I have been actuated by no
l desire to stir up strife, or to be the champion of men whose
! reputation for kindness and humanity towards the poor for a

long series of years needs no feeble aid of mine, but simply to
z protest against a censure which is undeserved, and unworthy
l of a professional brother.
l I am. Sir. vour obedient servant.

LUTHER OWEN FOX, M.D., F.R.C.S.


